which would reduce the MMT partial pressure to an even smaller value.
JOSEPH E. FAGGAN Ethyl Corporation Ferndale, Michigan
Dear Sir : We noted in a recent publication by Hinners et al. (1) that they had taken care to evaluate potential interferences in their atomic absorption spectrophotometric analyses of hair for sodium, magnesium, potassium, calcium, manganese, iron, nickel, copper, zinc, cadmium and lead. We were initially pleased to note that full recoveries indicated no interferences since we had earlier reported that there were no interferences when atomic absorption was used to determine cadmium, copper, lead and zinc (2) We gladly accept Dr. Sorenson's gratitude (1) for our correction (2) of his publication (3). To be considered sagacious by both Dr. Sorenson and Dr. Petering is indeed an honor. We are further indebted to them (and to the Editor) for this opportunity to clarify comments in our publication (4) .
Since the metals considered in the report by Sorenson et al. (4) . are not subject to ionization interference as measured (5-7), it is surprising that these authors, after agreeing (1) with our correction (2), still consider an evaluation of ionization interference in their publication (3) to be pertinent.
We suggest that the conflict between our view and the view of Sorenson 
